SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE 
ESTABLISHMENTS AND INDUSTRY 


HEARINGS 


PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 

UNITED STATES SENATE 

EIGHTY-THIRD CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 


PURSUANT TO 


S. Res. 189 


oa 
re 
ce 
eS 
— 
z 
— 


PART 6 


JULY 20 AND AUGUST 6, 1954 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Government Operations 
Oe 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICH 
WASHINGTON : 1955 





COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 


JOSEPH CA co. % ( 
ARL I MUNDT, South Da JOHN L. McCLELLAN, A 
TARGARET CHASI MITH, M ( HENRY M. JACKSON, Wa 
HENRY ¢ IWORSHAK, I JOHN F. KENNEDY, M 
EVERI [ McKINLEY DIRKS . STUART SYMINGTON, 
IHN MARSHALL BUTLER, M i THOMAS A, BURKE, Ohio 
CHARLES E, POTTER, M SAM J. ERVIN, JR., North Carolin 
I yO TELIA, ¢ ( 8¢ 
W ER L. REYNOLDS, Chief Clerk 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
JOSEPH R. McCARTHY, Wisconsin, Chairma 
KARL FE. MUNDT, South Dak TOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkar 
EVERETT McKINLEY DIRKSEN, Illinois HENRY M, JACKSON, Washi 
CHARLES E, POTTER, Michigar STUART SYMINGTON, Missou 
JAMES N, JULIANA, Acti Executive Director 
ROBERT F, ENNEDY, Chief ¢ sel for the Minority 


II 





CONTENTS 


Page 

Testimony of - 260 

Garfield, Edwin 7 . = 
Hoav, Diantha 





SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE 
ESTABLISHMENTS AND INDUSTRY 


(On July 20, 1954, Edwin Garfield testified in executive session 
during hearings held by the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations on subversion and espionage in defense establish- 
ments and industry. This testimony was made public on January 3, 
1955, by members of the subcommittee and follows below:) 


TUESDAY, JULY 20, 1954 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, BD. &. 

The subcommittee met at 4:15 p. m., pursuant to notice, in room 
357 Senate Office Building, Senator Henry M. Jackson presiding. 

Present: Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; 
Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Francis P. Carr, executive director; Robert F. Ken- 
nedy, chief counsel to the minority; Donald F. O’Donnell, assistant 
counsel; C. George Anastos, assistant counsel; Thomas LaVenia, 
assistant counsel; Karl Baarslag, research director; Ruth Young Watt, 
chief clerk. 

Senator Jackson. The committee will come to order. Mr. Carr, 
you will call the first witness. 

Mr. Carr. Edwin Garfield. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Garfield, will you raise your right hand and 
be sworn? Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to 
give before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWIN GARFIELD, ALLSTON, MASS, 


Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, your name is Edwin Garfield? 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is true. 

Mr. Carr. Do you have a middle name, sir? 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir. 

Mr. Carr. And where do you live? 

Mr. GARFIELD. 168 Allston Street, Allston, Mass. 

Mr. Carr. What is your occupation? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am a snagger. 

Mr. Carr. A snagger? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Is that the same as a grinder of castings or is that a 
different classification? 

Mr. GarFievp. Well, it is close to it. I not only grind, I file and 
chip. But it is close to it. 

Mr. Carr. And that is at the Allis-Chalmers Co. at Boston? 

Mr. Garrievp. Right. 

Mr. Carr. Where were you born? 
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Mr. GARFIELD. I was born at Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. Carr. And when were you born? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Pardon? 

Mr. Cat When? 

Vi (ya Kit D November b tO. 

Mr. ¢ kr. Very briefly, where were you educated? 

Mr. GarrieLtp. | went to public school 175 in Brooklyn, and I 


went to Junior High School 66 in Brooklyn. IJ went to the Franklin 
K. Lane High School in Brooklyn, and I attended some special 
courses in business in the City College of New York 

Mr. Carr. Are you married? 

Mr. GarFre.p. Yes, sir 

Mr. C 


CARR And your wife’s name, please 
Mr. GarFripip. Anne. 

Mr. Carr. Anne Garfield? 

Mr. Garrietp. That is right 

Mr. Carr. Her maiden name, please’ 
Mr. GARFIELD. Rishen. 

senator J AC KSON, What is your trade? 


» 


) 


Mr. GARFIELD. I am a snagger. 
Senator Jackson. Could you be a little more specific? 
Mr. GARFIELD. Yes I tried to. 


Senator Jackson. Is it anything in relation to being a machinist? 

Mr. GARFIELD. No. 

Senator SyMinaron. What is your trade? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is a snageer, S-N-a-g-o-e-r It is somebody who 
will clean things after they have been welded. Grind, file, so that 
the material can be 

Senator SyMINGTon. Sort of like a chipper? 

Mr. Garrigetp. Yes; that is it. A chipper or grinder. We call it 
snagging. 

Senator Jackson. What union is that normally covered by? 

Mr. GarFiELp. What union? It depends on the particular plant, 
I guess. You can have a snagger in any shop, and whatever union 
they belong to I guess that is what it is. 

Senator Jackson. What union normally has jurisdiction in that 
type of work, where you have crafts? 

Mr. GArFre.p. It is the machine industry. 

Senator Jackson. Where you have crafts would it come under the 
machinist trade? 

Mr. Garrie.p. It is not a craft. 

Senator Jackson. But where you have craft unionism. 

Mr. Garrrecp. Would it come under machinists? 

Senator Jackson. Yes 

Mr. Garririp. | hardly think so. 

Senator Jackson. What union do you belong to? 

Mr. Garrietp. United Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers of 
America, 

Senator Symrneron. That is an inside union that had the whole 
Allis-Chalmers plant organized at that time; is that right? 

Mr. Garrrevp. It still is. 

Senator Jackson. Is that an independent union? 

Mr. GarFietp. It is independent. 

Senator Symincron. May I ask one question? It was replaced in 
the CIO by the International Union of Electrical Workers, was it not? 
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Mr. GarFievp. I don’t know whether I would eall it replaced 

Senator SYMINGTON. It was thrown out of the CLO, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Garrietp. Technically it left the CIO 

Senator SyMINGTON. And the union which formerly Mr. Carey was 
the head of, he is now the head of the union that is in the CIO, and 
there is competition between the electrical workers of both unions, 
right? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes. 

Senator Symineron. Thanks 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, did vou attend a peace ¢ rusade to Wash- 
ington in January of 1949? 

Mr. Garrieip. [ don’t remember. 

Mr. Carr. You don’t remember. Were you ever at any function 
sponsored by the Civil Rights Congress? 

Senator Jackson. Before we proceed any further, you understand, 
Mr. Garfield, that you have right to counsel? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. Am I correct in understanding that you have 
advised the staff that you do not desire counsel? 

Mr. Garrretp. No; I was never asked. But so long as you are 
asking me now, | am not going to have counsel. First of all, I have 
had no time, actually. I was subpenaed Sunday night. Secondly, I 
certainly couldn’t afford it on the wages I get. So 1 would just as 
soon try and do it myself. 

Senator Jackson. Let’s make it clear. You understand you have 
the right to counsel in this proceedings? 

Mr. GarFrevp. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. And understanding that right, you desire now 
to proceed without counsel? 

Mr. GarFre.p. Yes. 

Is it all right if I smoke here? 

Senator Jackson. It is perfectly all right. 

Mr. Carr. Just so the record will be clear, it was my understanding 
that a member of the staff asked you this morning if you would have 
counsel today. 

Mr. Garrre.p. I don’t recall that. It may have been. Did you? 
The point is, it has been made clear to me that I have that right 

Senator Jackson. The committee does not furnish counsel, but you 
understand you have the right under the rules of the committee to 
have counsel with you to advise you on any matter that you feel is 
necessary in connection with your appearance here in these proceedings. 

Mr. GarFievp. | understand that. 

Mr. Carr. I was asking you, Mr. Garfield, if you had ever attended 
any function which was run by or sponsored by the organization known 
as the Civil Rights Congress. 

Mr. Garrievp. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Carr. You don’t remember attending any such function? 
Are you also known by the name of Eddie? 

Mr. GarFIeLp. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Among your friends, Eddie, or Eddy? 

Mr. Garrietp. Eddie, E-d-d-i-e, I guess it is. I am mainly known 
by that name. 

Mr. Carr. Eddie? 

Mr. Garrietp. Yes. Nobody calls me Edwin, except my school- 
teachers when I was a kid. 
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Mr. Carr. Could I ask you now, Mr. Garfield, are you a member or 
have you attended any organizational meetings or socials of the Jewish 
People’s Fraternal Order? 

Mr. Garrrevp. I am not going to answer that question because I 
feel that answering it can be used in an unfair prosecution against 
myself. So under the fifth amendment I don’t feel that I should 
answer that question 

Senator Jackson. You are refusing to answer on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment? 

Mr. Garrirtp. That is right. 

Senator Jackson. Do you believe that an honest answer to that 
question would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Garrie.tp. No, I didn’t say that. I said that I feel that an- 
swering that question at the present time and particularly before this 
committee can be used unjustly against me and therefore I am invok- 
ing the fifth amendment. 

Senator Jackson. You understand, in order to afford yourself the 
rights under the fifth amendment, you hi: = to state that an honest 
answer to the question put to you by Mr. Carr, counsel, acting coun- 
sel, would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Garriecp. Well, that is not my understanding. I understand 
that that is one of the things, but I also feel that if it is my opinion 
that an answer before this committee, if it can be used in what I con- 
sider unfair prosecution of myself, that I can refuse to answer. 

Senator Jackson. Not an unfair prosecution. The point is that if 
the answers to the question could be used to incriminate you in a 
criminal action—that is what you have in mind, in a criminal action 
you have the right to assert the fifth amendment. It does not have 
to incriminate you, as such, as long as it tends to incriminate you, Mr. 
Garfield. Under the law the court has construed it in accordance 
with the test that I believe [ mentioned here just a moment ago. 
You have to state that a truthful answer to the question put to you 
by Mr. Carr would tend to incriminate you. Unless you can state 
that, you cannot exercise your rights under the fifth amendment, and 
I will have to order you to answer. 

Mr. Garrrerp. In other words, you are telling me that unless I say 
that a truthful answer would incriminate me, that is the only basis 
on which I can use the fifth amendment? 

Senator Jackson. I didn’t say incriminate you. The privilege is 
very broad. If it tends to incriminate you, you have the right to 
assert the privilege. 

Mr. Garrietp. Well, then, I will do it that way. And answer to 
that question—can I say it my own way? Is that all right? 

Senator Jackson. You have to state that a truthful answer to the 
question put to you would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Garrievp. | can add or subtract any way | want from that? 

Senator Jackson. No; that is the test. 

Mr. Garrievp. Is that right? 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Garfield, the constitutional provision, the 
fifth amendment that you are relying on, requires that you must an- 
swer questions unless the ‘v incriminate you, you see. You can’t Just 
exercise the fifth amendment for any purpose. The provision is in 
the Constitution for a very valid reason. You must say that a truth- 
ful answer to the question put to you would tend to incriminate you. 
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Mr. Garrieip. Yes; but the only thing I am asking for, and I want 
to get approval, if I may, is the right to preface that with some remark 
that 1 might make. 

Senator Jackson. Anything you want to say afterward. But the 
rule as interpreted by our courts, that is, the interpretation of the 
fifth amendment, requires that you must state under oath that a truth- 
ful answer to the question which you refuse to answer, relying on the 
fifth amendment, would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Garrieip. And if | say that, may I add, particularly in these 
times? 

Senator Jackson. No; you 

Mr. GarFievp. In other words, what I am trying to say is that my 
own feeling is and my own knowledge is that | have never done 
anything 

Senator Jackson. You can say that afterward. But the point is, 
1 am giving you every opportunity to exercise your constitutional 
rights. In exercising your constitutional rights, Mr. Garfield, you 
must exercise them in accordance with the provisions of the Con- 
stitution. I am suggesting to you that if you are relying on the fifth 
amendment, once again you must invoke that amendment in accord- 
ance with the interpretation given to it by the courts, the Federal 
courts. 

The court has indicated that in order to rely on the fifth amendment 
in refusing to answer a question, you must state that in your refusal 
to answer a truthful answer to the question put to you would tend 
to incriminate you. You have to make that statement. If you want 
to make a statement afterward, all right. But that is the con- 
stitutional basis. 

Mr. Garrietp. When you say I can make a statement afterward, 
does that mean when | invoke the fifth amendment, I can add a 
sentence to it? 

Mr. Kennepy. You cannot qualify your answer on the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Garrie_p. When will I get the chance to make the statement? 
When we are done? 

Senator Jackson. You have to rely on the fifth amendment. If 
you want to give additional reasons, that is your right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Don’t qualify the answer. 

Senator JacKsoNn. Just answer it, and if you want to add your own 
views on something, that is something else. If it is short, that is 
all right. 

Mr. GarrFrevp. It will be short. 

Senator Jackson. Now answer the question. 

Mr. GarFie_p. I won’t answer the question that was put to me by 
Mr. Carr on the grounds that such an answer will tend to incriminate 
me. 

Senator Jackson. A truthful answer? 

Mr. Garrievp. A truthful answer. 

Senator Jackson. Would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. GArFiEtp. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Mr. GarFietp. May I say something now? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. Make it as brief as possible. 





40220—55—pt. 6——2 








274 BVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTABLISHMENTS 


Mir. GARFIELD. Just 1 minute [ feel that under ordinary times 
answering questions like that would have been very fair and propel 
in our country, but I think as a result of the work of this committe 
al pai Uarly its chairman, it has become extremely difficult to 
eXpre iInpop ilar opimmM1ons or express association which are consid- 
ered D the chairman of thi committee particularly and possibly 
ol nembers OL il, such association 

Senator JACKSO> Well, that 1s von’ on The question that he 

ed you about, the Jewish People’s Fraternal Order, has been cited 

[ nited States Attorney Geni ral a @® subversive oreanization, 
and it is all in accordance with the law, and it is not by any decision of 
this committee | merely want to say that your statement is not 
pertinent to the question 


Mr. Carr, you may proceed 

Mr. Garrietp. May I ask a question, if it is in order or if it is 
proper? | know by picture and hearsay Mr. Carr, and I recognize 
Senator Symington, but | don’t know who you are 

Senator Jackson. [ am Senator Jackson, acting chairman. 

Mr. Garrietp. Thank you 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, I will now ask you, have you ever been a 
member of the Jewish People’s Fraternal Order? 

Mr. Garrietp. I will invoke the fifth amendment on the same 
erounds. 

Mr. Carr. I will now ask you have you ever been a director of any 
branch, club, or division of the Jewish People’s Fraternal Order? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Same answer, same reason. 

Mr. Carr. Have you ever been a member of any other branch, 
organization, division or subdivision of the International Workers 
Order? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Same answer 

Senator JAcKsSON. For the same reason? 

\Ir. GARFIELD. For the same reason. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, have you ever been a member of the 
Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Garrietp. Again I will invoke the fifth amendment, although 
frankly I don’t remember whether I was or not. 

Mr. Carr. You say that you don’t remember whether you were a 
member? 

Mr. Garrretp. Well, I will invoke the fifth amendment, because a 
truthful answer will tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Cari I think we ought to have the record clear, Mr. Chair- 
man, on that, that the witness hesitates because he Says he cannot 
remember whether he was or was not. But bearing in mind the possi- 
bility that he may have been, he is invoking the fifth amendment. 

Senator Jackson. Well, I think we ought to give him—lI think the 
rule of the committee has been to provide a pretty broad inte rpreta- 
tion of it Do you have any recollection of this? 

\Ir. Garrrevp. I am going to invoke the fifth amendment. 

Senator Jackson. A truthful answer would tend to incriminate 
you: 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, were you ever organizer of the Roxbury- 
Dorchester section of the Communist Party in Boston, Mass.? 

Mr. Garrievp. I won’t answer that question on the grounds that a 
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truthful answer will tend to incriminate me. Therefore, I invoke the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Carr. Were you ever a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Garrievp. I| will not answer that question on the grounds that 
answering it will tend to incriminate me and therefore I invoke the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Carr. Are you now a member of the CommunistParty? 

Mr. GarFinLp. Same answer. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, did you in May or April of 1949 order, sign, 
or allow your name to be used in a May Day greetings to the Daily 
Worker? 

Mr. GarFIeLD. Same answer. 

Mr. Carr. That is, as published, I might add, in the Worker of 
Sunday, May 1, 1949, page 11? 

Mr. GarFieLtp. Same answer. I won’t answer that. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, I would like to ask if you allowed, author- 
ized, or signed your name in any way to sponsor an open-air rally at 
Franklin Park, attended by some thousand persons, sponsored by the 
United May Day Committee of Boston, in 1949? 

Mr. Garrretp. I won’t answer that question on the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, were you at one time associated with the 
Morning Freheit in Boston, Mass.? 

Mr. Garrietp. I am going to plead the fifth amendment on that. 

Mr. Carr. Were you actually the editor of the Boston edition of 
the Morning Freheit? 

Mr. GarrFievp. I won’t answer that. 

Senator Jackson. You cannot 

Mr. Garrretp. Well, on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Jackson. That a truthful answer would tend to incriminate 
you? 

Mr. GarFievp. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Were you a teacher or student at the Samuel Adams 
School in Boston, Mass.? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Same answer. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, do you know a man named James W. 
Glatis? 

Mr. GarFre_p. I won’t answer that question on the grounds that a 
truthful answer would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Carr. You understand that he has identified you as a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. GarFieLp. What do you mean do I understand? Are you 
telling me this now? 

Mr. Carr. Well, let me put it this way: Mr. Glatis has identified 
you as a member of the Communist Party. That was in testimony 
under oath. I am asking you if you know James W. Glatis. 

Mr. Garrie.p. I will not answer that question on the fifth amend- 
ment, 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, I will also ask you if you know that 
William Teto has identified you as a member of the Communist 
Party under oath. Do you know Mr. Teto? 

Mr. GarFieLp. I won’t answer that question. 

Senator Jackson. You must invoke the 

Mr. Garrievp. I invoke the fifth amendment in not answering 
that, because a truthful answer would tend to incriminate me. 
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nator Symineron. Could I interrupt and ask one question? 


\Ir. Gartield, do vou believe that a person could be a member of the 


Communist Party today and still be a good American? 
NI GARFIELD. Senator, | would like very much to discuss that 
and answer that and talk about it I have some ideas on it. Sut | 
ot going to do it under oath, If you want to release me from 
t 1 will be very elad to discuss it with you, just as I discuss my 


with many people, friends, people | work with, neighbors. 
But | repeat, considering the times and the purpose of this com- 
mittee, | am not going to engage in any discussions on my political 
! ne | think I have a right to refuse to do that I think so, 
nly under the first amendment of the Constitution. So I don’t 

t to discuss politics with the committee 
Senator SyMINGTON. So you think that as to whether or not you 


( member of the Communist Party is strictly a political matter; 
is that it? 

Mir. Garrieip. I don’t know. I mean, it is the basis for a discus- 

sion. I have my views on it. But I repeat, if | was not under oath, 

nly, Senator, I would be very pleased to talk to you about it. 

| have no objection. But lam not going to do it when I feel personally 


that L have a gun at my head. I ama father, | am a husband, I have 
a family, and I don’t intend to pull the trigger. 

Senator Jackson. Why do you hesitate to speak freely when you 
are under oath? 

Mr. Garrie_p. I explained it. Because of the nature of the times 
and my responsibilities as a parent and as a husband makes it impos- 
sible for me to do what I just said. J am not going to pull the trigger. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Garfield, I merely want to say that the nature 
of the times requires now more than ever that people who have knowl- 
edge and information regarding subversion in this country that is 
traceable to a potential enemy of this country have a deep obligation 
as citizens to tell the truth about such things. 

Mr. Garrieip. I have no evidence or any knowledge of subversion. 
If | did, | would be glad to tell you. 

Senator Jackson. Have you ever engaged in espionage? 

\ir. GARFIELD. | am opposed to espionage. 

Senator Jackson. I said have you ever engaged in espionage? 

Mir. GARFIELD. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Have you ever engaged in sabotage? 

Mr. Garriecp. No, sir. And if any member of this committee has 
such evidence, it would be brought to court 

Senator Jackson. Would you knowingly engage in sabotage, es- 
pionage, or treasonable acts if you were called upon, against this 
‘ountry, against this country if you were called upon by an organiza- 
tion to do so? 

\lr. GARFIELD. Would I be opposed to it? 

Senator JAcKSON. Would you carry it out? 

\Ir. Garrietp. No, I would refuse to carry it out. 

Senator JACKSON. You would? 

\[r. GarFreLp. Certainly. 

Senator SyMiInGcron. Do you know whether or not the Communist 
Party is dedicated to overthrowing the American Government by 
force and violence? 

> 


Mr. GARFIELD. Do I know? 


or" 
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Senator SyYMINGTON. Yes. 

Mr. Garrietp. I am certainly not aware of it 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Garfield, did you ever teach that the Communist 
Party advocated the overthrow of this Government by force and 
violence? 

Mr. Garrietp. Did I ever teach that the Communist Party did? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Garrietp. Well, I am going to invoke the fifth amendment 
on that, because I feel that a truthful answer would tend to incriminate 
me. If you want me to add to that, I would like to. I would like 
to add to that. 

Mr. Carr. You can say anything that the chairman will allow you 
to say. 

Mr. Garrie.tp. I made it very clear. I mean, I object to this 
thing. I said that I was opposed to espionage and sabotage. Cer- 
tainly I wouldn’t teach it. I would refuse to teach anything like 
that. 

Senator Jackson. Have you ever advocated in anything you have 
said or written, to bring about the overthrow of this Government by 
force and violence? 

Mr. GarFreLpD. No, I never have. 

Senator Jackson. At no time? 

Mr. GarFietp. At no time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t you say that you would refuse to answer 
on the grounds it would incriminate you on the question of whether 
you had taught in the past the forceful overthrow of this Government? 

Mr. Garrietp. No, I didn’t. The question put to me was did | 
ever teach the 

Mr. Kennepy. That the Communist Party 

Mr. Garrietp. Well, if you want to repeat it. I know the words 
“Communist Party’? were in the question, and I refused to answer 
that. 

Mr. Kennepy. If the Communist Party requested you to perform 
acts of espionage and sabotage, would you perform them? 

Mr. Garrietp. I answered that question when Senator Jackson 
put it to me. He said any organization and I said I would object 
to it. ‘That goes for any party, any individual, any group. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then the Communist Party. You will answer that 
question? 

Mr. Garrievp. I already have. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am asking you again. I just want to hear the 
answer again. If the Communist Party requested you to perform 
acts of violence or espionage, would you carry out those acts? 

Mr. Garrietp. Why do I have to answer 

Mr. Kmennepy. Would you answer the question, please? 

Senator JAcKSON. You can answer that one. 

Mr. Garrietp. Mr. Chairman, you asked me the question about 
any organization, and I said yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now I am asking you about the Communist Party. 
You can answer that. 

Senator Jackson. You should answer that question. 

Mr. Garrietp. Well, all right, I will answer it. I wouldn’t do it if 
any party 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer the question yes or no. 
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Senator JACKSON. Just answer it. First of all, we are asking now if 
the Communist Party asked you to do exactly what Mr. Kennedy has 
referred to, expionage or sabotage. 

Mr. Garrievp. I would refuse. 

Mr. KenNEDy. You would refuse what? 

Mr. GarrieLtp. To do it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever in the past taught that the Com- 
munist Party advocates the forceful overthrow of the Government by 
force and violence? 

Mr. Garrretp. Unless you are legally trying to trick me, that 
question isn’t a fair question. I just made it very clear. A person 
can either be one way or the other. I mean, you can’t say “I won’t 
commit any acts of sabotage or espionage, no matter who asks me to 
do it,”? and then you say ‘Did you teach that the Communist Party 
advocates” 

Mr. KENNEDY. So it is an easy question for you to answer. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I don’t know. 

Senator Jackson. We are not asking you whether the Communist 
Party teaches the overthrow of the Government by force and violence; 
we are asking you whether you ever taught at any time that the 
Communist Party advocates the overthrow by force and violence. 

Mr. Garrie_p. No, I never taught that. 

Mr. Carr. Did you ever teach or advocate the forceful overthrow 
of the Government, the United States Government? 

\Ir. GARFIELD. No. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to clear up one thing for 
the record. I think there was just a colloquialism he used. He was 
talking about a gun at his head. Iam sure the record should be clear 
that there is no gun at his head at the present time. 

Senator JacKSON. You used that as a figure of speech? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Chairman, that is just about all the questions I 
have at this time. I do have one more question, though. 

Have you ever discussed your work at the Allis-Chalmers Co. with 
other Communists? I beg your pardon, with Communists. 

Mr. Garrretp. Well, could you—suppose I try to answer it. I 
have discussed my work at Allis-Chalmers with, I guess, hundreds of 
people. Whether they were Communists or not, I don’t know. 

Senator Jackson. Well, with people that you knew were Com- 
munists? I am not asking whether you are a Communist. I am 
asking whether the people you knew were Communists. 

Mr. Garrievtp. I won’t answer that question on the grounds that 
a truthful answer will tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Carr. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Jackson. All right, Mr. Carr 

Mr. Garrievp. If I am going to be excused, may I have a minute 
to say something? 

Senator Jackson. You may make a brief statement. 

Mr. Garrievp. First of all, I don’t work in a defense plant; 
secondly, I don’t do any classified work, I don’t do it now; thirdly 
I made it clear, I think, in my testimony, that I am opposed to 
espionage and sabotage. I consider myself a good, loyal citizen. I 
am definitely opposed to what has become known as McCarthyism. 
Nothing can prevent me from being opposed. I just want to end by 
saying that I just came back from my vacation. I spent it in Canada 
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and Nova Scotia and the Prince Edward Islands. I was ashamed 
that people there in those countries or in that area that have a great 
deal of respect for the United States of America, continually talked 
with me about the fact that I came from the country where McCarthy 
was such a power. I was very moved by the fact that they were so 
critical. 

I am sorry to see that this thing is happening in our country, and I 
hope it stops. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think you can leave the country, Mr. Garfield. 
You won’t have any trouble. 

Mr. GarrFrevp. | was born here and [ love it, and I won’t leave it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was just a suggestion. 

Senator Jackson. Let me ask you one concluding question: If the 
Congress of the United States should find it necessary to declare war 
on the Soviet Union, would you support that declaration of war? 

Mr. Garrretp. I would say—suppose I try to put it this way: It 
may be not an answer and you may not accept it. 

Senator Jackson. You said you loved this country and are loyal 
toit. Itis an easy question to answer. Iam not saying whether you 
initially agreed to the declaration, but the Congress has passed it. 
War has been declared under the provisions of our Constitution. 
Assuming that a declaration of war has been approved by the Congress 
of the United States in accordance with the Constitution, against the 
Soviet Union, would you support that declaration of war as required 
by you as a citizen of the United States of America? Just answer the 
question without a speech. 

Mr. GArFIeELp. Can I answer it and then add to it, please? 

Senator JAckson. Surely. It is very simple to answer. 

Mr. Garrretp. My answer would be ‘‘Yes.”” | would support. it. 
However, I want to say that it isn’t unpatriotic whether it was done 
by Abraham Lincoln or by Eugene Victor Debs, perhaps, to be 
opposed to such a declaration of war, if you feel that it isn’t correct. 
Certainly if my country were attacked, invaded, | would be anxious 
to serve, take arms and defend my country. You asked me that 
question, and I answered it. 

Actually, it is in a vacuum, Senator. I don’t know what the 
reasons would be. I said yes, because I was an American citizen 
and I would. I must say it is a question I answer but it is not based 
upon such a real fact. I can oppose such a thing before it is put to 
a vote. Isn’t that right? 

Senator Jackson. That is right. I am asking you after a declara- 
tion of war has been made. 

Mr. Garrre_p. Abraham Lincoln was opposed to the war in Mexico. 
I guess you have a right to oppose it. 

Mr. Carr. Just one final question, Mr. Chairman. 

Are you aware of all the contracts that your company fills? 

Mr. Garrizetp. Am I aware of the contracts? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Garrietp. I am sorry Senator Symington left, because I 
understand he owns a factory similar to me. All I know is what is 
the piecework on the job I am doing and how quickly can I get it 
done to make more money for the family. 1am not interested in the 
product; I never see it. I have never seen the product in its final 
makeup. I have no connection with it, and I am not interested. 

Mr. Carr. Have you ever worked on classified material? 
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Mr. GarrieLtp. Never have 

Mir. Carr. You are not aware, however, of all the contracts that 
your company has? 

Mir. GarFIEvLD. Certainly not. I make no effort to find out. I] 


Mr. Carr. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator JAcKsON. You n ay be excused, subject to the call of the 


Mr. Carr. Mr. Chairman, Senator McCarthy would like to have 
him under continuing subpena for a later date, the exact date | can’t 
sav at this time. I think we could notify Mr. Garfield. 

Senator Jackson. You do not think you will call him this week? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think so. 

Senator JAcKson. This is on the matter of a publie hearing. You 
will remain under subpena, but you will be released to return to your 
home city. You will be contacted by the committee staff and ad- 
vised when to appear. 

Mr. Garriretp. May I make a request that I be given some time, 
not sunday meght for Monday Irorming or ‘Tuesday n orning? 

Senator Jackson. You will be given adequate notice. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Senator, one other thing, as I am being dismissed. 
I don’t think you are aware of this: I can e here last night, actually. 
lL re ported here at9 a.m. Iwas told to cone back at 10:15, and I did. 
| vil then told to come back at 3:30, which I did; and by this time 
I might tell you — vou get kind of tired walking around Washington. 
| don’t think it was very fair or right of the committee to handle this 
thing in such a ca Besides which I have lost $53, and as a fan ily 
man that 1s not an easy matter. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Garfield, when you serve on a jury, which is 
an obligation of citizenship, you don’t get paid in accordance with 
your per diem wages that you are recelvine. 

This is a responsibility that you have. You arrived here last night 


and you are being released tods ay. You could hot have returned to 
Massachusetts and be at your job today. I don’t think you have 
lost any more time. You will be able to be back there tomorrow. If 


you had answered all the questions which I think you could have 
answered, if you wanted to be a helpful citizen, there would be no need 
for your returning. 

And I may say that in America you can be just as radical as you 
want. You mentioned Eugene V. Debs a mon-.ent ago. He was an 
American radical. He didn’t belong to any organization that was 
controlled from abroad. We do not inquire into people’s backgrounds, 
those people that are not associated with organizations that are under 
control of a foreign power. That is all. 

Mr. Garrretp. Senator, I am sorry that I disagree with you on 
that. Particularly, you mentioned Eugene Victor Debs. | know if 
you read editorials in the New York Times of that time he was a bad 
man 

Senator Jackson. Certainly he was a bad man in sore people’s 
opinion, but he did not belong to an organization that was controlled 
from abroad. That is all. 
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(On August 6, 1954, Diantha Hoag testified in executive session 
during hearings held by the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations on subversion and espionage in defense establishments 
and industry. This testimony was made public on January 3, 1955, 
by members of the subcommittee and follows below: 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 6, 1954 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 


Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met pursuant to S. Res. 189, agreed to Feb- 
ruary 2, 1954) at 10:30 a. m., in room 357, Senate Office Building, 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin; 
Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Senator John 
McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Dem- 
ocrat, Washington; Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Present also: Mr. Francis P. Carr, executive director; Mr. Robert F. 
Kennedy, chief counsel to the minority; Mr. James N. Juliana, inves- 
tigator; Mrs. Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 


TESTIMONY OF DIANTHA HOAG, ACCOMPANIED BY RICHARD 
LIPSITZ 


The CuarrmMan. I wonder if the witness would stand. Would you 
raise your right hand? 

In the matter now in hearing before this committee, do you solemnly 
swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help vou God? 

Miss Hoaa. I do. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Carr. 

Mr. Carr. Your name is Diantha Hoag? 

Miss Hoaa. That is right. 

Mr. Carr. D-i-a-n-t-h-a? 

Miss Hoag. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. D. H-o-a-g? 

Miss Hoaa. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. And your attorney’s name? 

Miss Hoag. Richard Lipsitz. 

Mr. Lipsirz. Richard Lipsitz, 605 Grisbane Building, Buffalo, 
hac ha 

Mr. Carr. Your address? 

Miss Hoaac. 106 Anderson Place, Buffalo. 

Mr. Carr. And you are employed at the Westinghouse Co. 
Cheektowaga? 

Miss Hoag. That is right. 


? 
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The CuatrMan. How do you spell that? 

Mr. Carr. C-h-e-e-k-t-0-w-a-g-a. 

Miss Hoaa. Before we get into this, if you don’t mind, I would like 
to know why you people called me. I don’t know. 

The CHarrMan. I think you are entitled to that. 

Miss Hoag. Isn’t it true that the Westinghouse Co. asked you to 
call me? 

The CHarrman. No. The reason you were called—we are calling 
a great number of people who work in defense plants doing classified 
work. ‘The reason we called you is that we have evidence that you 
belonged to the Communist Party. Now, we want you to understand 
the fact that you are called doesn’t mean the Senators personally 
have any idea whether you did belong; merely that evidence is there. 
We have no choice but to call you. I have never seen you before. 
I know nothing except what the staff has received in regard to alleged 
Communist connections. We call you in executive session first before 
we call you in public session and give you an opportunity to explain 
any evidence that might be of derogatory nature. 

Mr. Carr will go into all the questions on which he has information 
and give you a chance to answer. 

Mr. Carr. Before we get to that, could we have a little background. 
Would you say where you were born and when? 

Miss Hoaa. Pleasantville, N. Y., April 20, 1908. 

Mr. Carr. And you have lived in Pleasantville, Syracuse, Spring- 
ville—what sections of the country have you lived in, briefly? 

Miss Hoag. On that I am going to plead my rights guaranteed 
under the first and fifth amendments of the Constitution. Also, 
I think that the inquiry is beyond the jurisdiction of this committee. 

The CHarrMan. | assume if the residence had anything to do with 
membership in the Communist Party, you would have a right to claim 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator McC.Levtuan. I don’t think so. I think she ought to be 
made to tell where she lived. As an American citizen, there is no 
reason why she shouldn’t. It is no crime to live anywhere in the 
United States. There can’t be any possibility of self-incrimination by 
saving where she lived. 

The Cuarrman, I think I will order you to answer that question. 
You can consult with your lawyer before you answer. 

May I say, normally, the counsel cannot take part in the proceed- 
ings; in view of the fact that her refusal to answer the question might 
result in contempt proceedings, if you believe she has reason 

Mr. Lipsrrz. Senator, my first impression was to agree with your 
first reaction which you stated before asking Senator McClellan’s 
opinion. I gather now, however, that you have since changed your 
mind and concurred with Senator McClellan. 

The CuarrMan. [think John is right. It is a matter of record and 
it is no crime to live any place in this country. 

Senator McC.Le.uan. I'd like to test it out. I’d like one case to go 
to the Supreme Court and see if an American citizen can refuse to tell 
where he has lived in this country. Let’s confine it to the United 
States. 

The CuatrmMan. This does not apply to any residence in a foreign 
country. Iwill repeat the question. Will you give us the names and 
the dates of the different places where you have resided in the United 
States, dates as nearly as you can? 
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Miss Hoaa. Oneida, N. Y., 1917, 1918; Hyde Park, N. Y., 1919 or 
1920; Rhinebeck, N. Y., 1922 to 1929; Binghamton, N. Y., 1929 to 
1939: Rochester, N. Y., 1936 to 1943: Corning, N. Y., 1943: syracuse, 
N. Y., 1943 and 1944; Utica, N. Y. 1944 and 1945. Part of 1946, 
Buffalo, N. Y. From 1946 to date 

The CuatrMan. Before the first place you gave, you were living at 
Pleasantville. Is that right? 

Miss Hoag. That is right 

The CHAIRMAN. You have never met either Senator MeClellan o1 
me? 

Miss Hoag. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan You didn’t know us until you saw us this morning? 

Miss Hoaa. No. 

The CuarrMan. You had never met Frank Carr before? 

Miss Hoac. No. 

The CHatrman. Nor Mr. Kennedy? 

Miss Hoac. No. 

The CHatrmMan. Do you know a Michael Sam? 

Miss Hoac. On that I will plead my rights under the first and 
fifth amendments of the Constitution and I might add this inquiry is 
beyond the jurisdiction and scope of this subcommittee. 

The CuarrMan. Just for your own information and the information 
of your lawyer, the grand jury has indicted people for giving answers 
like that to this subcommittee. 1am going to tell you that for your 
benefit. 

Do you know Michael Sam to be a member of the Communist 
Party, an organizer for a number of plants in the Jamestown area? 

Miss Hoac. Again I plead my rights under the first and fifth amend- 
ments of the Constitution. 

The CHatrMan. Were you ever an organizer for the Communist 
Party? 

Miss Hoac. I again plead my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

The CHatrMan. I notice you lived in a great number of places over 
the last few years. Were you being shifted from place to place by the 
Communist Party? 

Miss Hoag. I again plead my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

The CuarrMan. I may say that we don’t recognize the first amend- 
ment. I assume you are referring to the part of the fifth amendment 
which states a witness need not give evidence that would tend to in- 
criminate him or herself? 

Miss Hoaa. That is right. 

The CHarrMAN. Are you a member of the Communist Party today? 

Miss Hoaa. I again plead my rights under the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

The CHarrMan. Do you recognize that the objective of the Com- 
munist Party is to destroy the Constitution of the United States? 

Miss Hoag. I again plead my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

The CHatrMANn. You understand that Westinghouse is doing work 
for the Government; do you? 

Miss Hoaa. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And do you know how highly classified any of that 
work is? 
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Miss IoaG. No. 

The Cuatrman. What type of work do you do? 

Miss Hoag. I am a coil winder. 

The CHatrrmMan. And you know the other workers in the plant, I 
assume, rather well? 

Miss Hoac. Some of them 

The CHarrMAN. You know workers who are handling classified 
wor! 

Miss Hoaa. That I plead my rights under the first and fifth amend- 
ments 

The CHarrMan. Have you gone to Communist Party meetings in 
the last month? 

Miss Hoac. I again plead my rights under the first and fifth amend- 
menus 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Communist Party ordered you to sabotage 
the work you are doing, assuming we were at war with Communist 
Russia, would you obey those orders or would you refuse to obey 
them? 

Miss Hoac. On that I will make a statement. 

The CHarrMaN. All right, you may. 

Miss Hoaa. I have never engaged in espionage nor sabotage. | 
am not so engaged. I will not so engage in the future. I am not a 
spy nor a saboteur and again I say this inquiry is beyond the scope of 
this committee. 

The CuarrMan. The question is, if the Communist Party were to 
order you to sabotage the work in which you are engaged, in case we 
were at war with Communist Russia, would you refuse to obey that 
order? 

Miss Hoaa. I think my statement covered that. 

The CuarrMan. I know that might get you in bad with the Com- 
munist Party but I am going to insist that you answer. 

Miss Hoac. Would you repeat the question? 

The reporter read the question to the witness.) 

The CuarrMan. Let the record show that the witness is rather—had 
a rather lengthy conference with her lawyer. 

Miss Hoac. No. 

The CuarrMan. The answer is ‘‘No’’? 

Miss Hoaa. No; right. 

The CuarrMan. No, you would not obey the orders? 

Miss Hoac. Right. I said before I would not engage in sabotage 
or espionage. 

The CuarrMan. Now, did you ever give Michael Sam any informa- 
tion about the work you were doing? 

Miss Hoac. On that I plead my rights under the Constitution—the 
first and fifth amendments. 

The CuarRMAN. For your benefit, you have waived any right as 
far as espionage is concerned by your volunteering the information 
you have never engaged in espionage. Michael Sam is a member of 
the Communist Party, a top union organizer. If you gave information 
to a man known to you to be a member of the Communist Party, that 
would be in the field of espionage. For that reason, you will be ordered 
to answer the question. 

For counsel’s benefit and so he will understand the position of the 
Chair, I think the committee has discussed this often enough. I 
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believe the members of the committee substantially agree with me. 
My position is, just for counsel’s benefit, when the witness says she 
never engaged in espionage, then she waived the fifth amendment, not 
merely as to that question but the entire field of espionage. Giving 
out information about Government work would be in that field. 
Therefore the witness is ordered to answer. 

Miss Hoaa. I reassert my rights under the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever give any classified information to 
anyone known to you to be a member of the Communist Party or an 
espionage agent? 

Miss Hoaa. I assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments 
of the Constitution. 

The CuarrMan. You are ordered to answer 

Miss Hoag. I reassert my rights. 

The CuHarrMan. Did you ever engage in a conspiracy to commit 
espionage? 

Miss Hoac. Again I assert my rights. 

The CHatrrMANn. You are ordered to answer 

Miss Hoaa. I reassert my rights. 

(Off record discussion.) 

The CHarrmMan. Are you at this time engaged in a conspiracy to 
commit espionage? 

Miss Hoaa. No. I said that before. 

The Cuarrman. Were you a year ago? 

Miss Hoag. I said in my statement I never have been. That is 
still my answer. 

The CuHarrMAN. You just refused to answer that question. Is it 
now your answer that you never had been engaged in a conspiracy to 
commit espionage? 

Miss Hoag. Right. 

The CHarrMan. Have you ever discussed or heard discussed at a 
Communist Party meeting classified Government work? 

Miss Hoag. On that I assert my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

The CuHarrMan. You will be ordered to answer that question. 

Miss Hoaa. I reassert my rights. 

The CHarRMAN. You are working as of today at Westinghouse? 

Miss Hoag. Right. 

The CuarrMan. What salary do you get? 

Miss Hoag. $1.71% an hour. 

The CuarrmMan. How many hours a week do you work? 

Miss Hoag. Forty hours. 

The CuarrmMan. I don’t think I have anything further, Senator 
McClellan. 

Senator McCLetuan. You stated that you have never engaged in 
espionage or entered into any conspiracy to engage in espionage. 
Have you given to an agent of the Communist Party or to any foreign 
agents any information that you gained from your work with respect 
to the operations of the plant or any of its products? 

(Witness consults with counsel.) 

Miss Hoaa. No. 

Senator McCLeLLan. You state you have not. 

Miss Hoaa. I state I have not, definitely. 
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Senator McCrietuan. All right, let me ask you another question 
You have refused to answer a number of questions on the ground of 
the fifth amendment; that if you answered, they might tend to 
incriminate you. Is that correct? 

Miss Hoaae. That is right. 

Senator McC.Leititan. With respect to each of these questions, I ask 
vou if you had answered and answered truthfully, do you honestly 
believe that the answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights 

Senator McCiexuan. I didn’t ask you that. I asked you the ques- 
tion and I respectfully ask that you answer. If you had answered the 
questions asked you which you refused to answer on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment, if you had answered them truthfully under oath, 


do you think your answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Miss Hoac. I reassert my rights under the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

Senator McC Leiian. Do you refuse to answer that question? 

Miss Hoaa. I assert my rights. 

Senator McCLetuan. | know you are asserting your rights. Are 


asserting your rights against stating under oath that if you 
answered these other questions truthfully, the answer might tend to 
incriminate you? Are you refusing to answer that as to whether you 
honestly believe they might tend to incriminate you? 

Miss Hoac. [ am refusing to answer your question on the basis of 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator McCLe.Lian. I am going to ask you again. We are going 
to find out whether you can or not. 

| ask you the specific question again. You have refused a number 
of times to answer questions, invoking the fifth amendment, which 
provides that you have a right to refuse to answer on the grounds that 
if you answered truthfully, your answer might tend to incriminate 
you. Now, I ask you to state under oath whether if you had answered 
them truthfully under oath, you honestly believe that the answer you 
would give might tend to incriminate you? 

Miss Hoaa. Yes, I am afraid my answer might tend to incriminate 
me 

Senator McCietitan. Why hesitate to answer, then? That is all 
| asked you. 

(No answer. ) 

Senator Symrnetron. I would like to ask a couple of questions. 
Do you believe that the Communist Party is dedicated to the destruc- 
tion of the United States by force and violence? 

Miss Hoag. On that I will assert my rights under the fifth amend- 
ment, 

Senator Symineton. If you believed that they were, would you 
still want to be a member of the Communist Party? 

Miss Hoag. Again I assert my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Senator Symrneton. So you feel that you have the right to be an 
American citizen and at the same time take the fifth amendment with 
respect to whether or not you are in the Communist Party. Is that 
right? 

Miss Hoaa. I think I have the right to assume my rights under the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Syminetron. No further questions, 
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Mr. Carr. Miss Hoag, is it Miss or Mrs.? 

Miss Hoac. Miss. 

Mr. Carr. Do you know a man named Jack Davis? 

Miss Hoag. I again assert my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Carr. Did you attend Communist Party meetings with 
Jack Davis? 

Miss Hoa. I assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Carr. Did you attend such meetings in the 1930's, particularly 
1936 to 1938? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments. 

The Cuarrman. You are working on work classified as confidential ; 
is that right? 

Miss Hoaa. I don’t know. 

The CHatrMAN. You don’t know the classification? 

Miss Hoaa. No. 

The CuatrMan. You know it is classified work? 

Miss Hoag. I don’t know whether the work I am doing is classified. 

The CHarrman. You have to have security clearance to work on 
your particular work? 

Miss Hoag. (No answer. 

The CHarrMan. You don’t have clearance? 

Miss Hoaa. (No answer. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t have a badge which allows you to get 
in the plant? 

Miss Hoaa. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. There are guards at the gate of the plant? 

Miss Hoaa. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. And you have to display that badge to get by 
them? 

Miss Hoag. Yes; I guess you could say yes. 

The CuatrMan. What color is that badge? Is it blue or red across 
the top, the stripe, is that blue or red stripe? Don’t you know? 

Miss Hoaa. There is no stripe on it. 

The Cuatrman. Isn’t the color to show that it is confidential, secret, 
or top secret? 

Miss Hoaa. It is just a badge with my picture on it. Different 
colors for different parts of the plant. What colors mean or designate, 
I don’t know. 

The CuarrmMan. What color is yours? 

Miss Hoag. Blue. 

The CHarrMan. Are you an official of any union at this time? 

Miss Hoaa. I am steward. 

The CuatrMaNn. You are a shop steward. If you are a shop stew- 
ard, if anyone has a grievance, he comes to you to present his 
grievance? 

Miss Hoaa. (No answer.) 

The CHarrMan. You of necessity must know the type of work they 
are doing in order to present their grievance? 

Miss Hoaa. Yeh. 

The CuarrmMan. What union is it? 

Miss Hoaa. International Union of Electrical and Machine Work- 
ers, CIO. 

The CHatrMan. I am sort of curious to know how you members of 
the Communist Party so easily get to be shop stewards, which means 
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vou have access to information from practically all parts of the plant. 
You must have that in order to present any grievance. We so often 
hear the answer he or she is not doing secret work, then we find they 
are shop stewards with access to all confidential information. 

How did you get to be a shop steward? 

Miss Hoaa. I was elected by the people. 

The CHatrMAN. How many people do you represent as shop 
steward? 

Miss Hoag. About thirty. 

The CHarRMAN. They elected you? 

Miss Hoag. That is right. 

The 30 people I represent elected me. 

The CHarrMan. Did the Communist Party tell you to run for that 
position? , 

Miss Hoag. On that I shall assert my rights. 

The CuarrMAN. Do you hand over to the Communist Party infor- 
mation which you receive as shop steward? 

Miss Hoag. On that I assert my rights. 

The CuHarrMan. You will be ordered to answer that. 

Miss Hoaa. I reassert my rights. 

The Cuarrman. I have nothing further. John, have you finished? 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you worked at Westinghouse? 

Miss Hoag. 7% years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you work before that? 

Miss Hoag. That I think I refuse to answer under the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was during the war that you refuse to answer? 

Miss Hoaa. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can she refuse to answer that? 

The CuarrMan. If working for the Communist Party. 

Were you doing any work of an illegal nature before that 7% years? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights on that. 

The CuarrmMan. In other words, you refuse to tell us whether you 
engaged in illegal activities before you worked for Westinghouse? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I am going to ask you the question Senator 
McClellan asked you. Do you feel if you were to truthfully tell us 
whether or not you were engaged in illegal activities that that truthful 
answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Miss Hoac. Yes; 1 am afraid my answer might tend to incriminate 
me 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to 1947 were you doing any work on Govern- 
ment contracts? 

Miss Hoaa. I assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments. 

The CHarrmMan. You will be ordered to answer. It is no crime 
to work on Government contracts. 

Miss Hoag. I will reassert my rights on that. 

The CuarrMan. Did you receive any clearance from the Govern- 
ment to work on classified work before 1947? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments. 

The CuarrMan. You will be ordered to answer if you received 
clearance. 

Miss Hoag. I reassert my rights. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And where did you work before this job you worked 
on 7 years? 

Miss Hoaa. L assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Kennepy. What city? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights under the first and fifth amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are ordered to answer that question. 

Miss Hoaa. I reassert my rights. 

The CuarrmMan. Were you engaged in illegal or criminal activity at 
that time? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you doing espionage for the Communist 
Party at that time? 

Miss Hoag. I assert my rights. 

The CHarrMan. You will be ordered to answer that 

Miss Hoac. I reassert my rights. 

The CuHarrMAN. Your client will consider herself under subpena. 
She will be recalled in public session. In the meantime, we are 
getting an opinion from the Attorney General as to whether or not 
her case will be presented to the grand jury for contempt. 

Mr. Lipsitz. Senator McCarthy, is there any possibility of knowing 
now when the public session will be? 

The CuatrmMan. The staff is always instructed to give counsel 
sufficient notice. Is it all right to contact you instead of your client? 

Mr. Lipsitz. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. We always try to accommodate counsel. If he 
is tied up with courtwork, we try not to follow a hard and fast schedule. 

Mr. Lipsrrz. I was wondering if we may leave to go home to 
Buffalo? 

The CHarrMAN. It won’t be for several weeks. We can’t get per- 
mission for publie sessions until after the session is over, I believe. 

Miss Hoag. Before I leave, how about the witness fee that I am 
supposed to receive? 

The CHarrMan. Ruth will take care of that. 

Mr. Lipsitz. Will copies of the transcript be made available to the 
witness now or in the future? 

The CuarrMan. The rule is to come to the committee room, 101, 
and examine the transcript as carefully as you care to. We do not 
hand out transcripts of executive sessions or they would no longer be 
executive sessions. 

Mr. Liesitrz. However, it may be examined by me in room 101? 

The CHarMan, Yes. 

Mr. Liesirz. And notes may be taken from it? 

The CHArMan. Yes. 

May I say, you are not bound as everyone else is bound to secrecy 
about an executive session. If you think you have been mistreated 
or anything at all, you are quite free to tell the press or anyone else; 
is that right, John? 

Senator McCLe Luan. That is right; yes. 

The CuHatrMan. Incidentally, we hear so much about witnesses 
being browbeaten and mistreated here, do you feel that you have 
been browbeaten today? 

Miss Hoag, It depends on your point of view. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


Miss Hoaa. We 


The CHAIRMAN. 
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What do you think? From your point of view? 


ll, I don’t know. 
Witness excussed. ) 


Insert this letter in the record, Nina. 


LECTRIC CORP., 


lugust 3, 1954 


WESTINGHOUSE EL} 
Buffalo, N. 


nent Subcommittee on Ir vestigations 


Washington, D. C 


Dear Mr. Carr: This is in reply to your letter of July 28, 1954. We have 
$793.767 of United States Government contracts and subcontracts which have a 
( ssificatior In all cases, the classification is ‘‘Confidential’ and the 

is for the United States Navy 
ine ec pment ec ts of electrical motors and controls for various United 
Stats Na Vv applications As stat d in mv telegram ol J ily 26, 1954, ve have 
1 and expect to have in the future, work classified “Secret.” Lt} lollar 


me of classified work also varies considerably from time to time 
regoing information applies only to the plant of the Westinghouse Electric 


Street, Buffalo, N. Y. 


J. B. PrcKELs, 
Mowor Order Service Manager 























